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Austria or other countries—to the Zi-
onists and the Zionists can establish 
their state in Europe.’’ 

And, just yesterday, President 
Ahmadinejad claimed that ‘‘They have 
fabricated a legend under the name 
‘Massacre of the Jews’, and they hold it 
higher than God himself, religion itself 
and the prophets themselves’’ 

Mr. President, I do not even know 
where to begin. Insidious rhetoric such 
as this is designed to do nothing other 
than stir hatred and incite hostility. 

I have walked the grounds at Ausch-
witz. I have seen the crematoria. To 
claim that one of the greatest trage-
dies in the history of humanity is 
merely a fabrication to advance a po-
litical agenda is simply beyond the 
pale. But what is worse is that these 
comments are not isolated. They are a 
part of persistent, state-sponsored 
anti-Semitism that is now common-
place in the administration of Presi-
dent Ahmadinejad. 

On the eve of the elections in Iraq, 
one of the greatest democratic mile-
stones in the history of the modern 
Middle East, I hope that we can work 
to move past this gross intolerance on 
the part of the Iranian President. 

f 

FREE GUN LOCKS FROM PROJECT 
CHILDSAFE 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, tragedies 
involving children and guns continue 
to repeat themselves with alarming 
frequency around the country. Accord-
ing to local police, at least five Detroit 
children have been accidentally shot 
and killed this year alone. Just last 
week a three year old boy in Detroit 
nearly lost his life when he acciden-
tally shot himself in the chest with his 
father’s gun. 

Following that shooting, Detroit po-
lice spokesman James Tate said, ‘‘It 
appears this could have been prevented 
if a gun lock was on and the gun was 
secured. It’s unfortunate that we end 
up responding to these types of scenes 
when there are free gun locks readily 
available around the city.’’ 

One source of free gun locks is 
Project ChildSafe, the Nation’s largest 
firearm safety education program. This 
program has provided more than 35 
million ‘‘firearm safety kits’’ to gun 
owners around the country, including 
more than 517,500 in Michigan this 
year. Each firearm safety kit includes 
a free gun lock and materials to edu-
cate firearms owners about safe gun 
storage practices. 

Free gun locks from Project 
ChildSafe are available year round 
through many local police depart-
ments. According to Project ChildSafe, 
if a local law enforcement agency does 
not have safety kits available for resi-
dents who request them, that agency 
may contact their governor’s office to 
receive a supply. In addition, Project 
ChildSafe representatives attend a 
number of major public events includ-
ing State fairs, sportsmen’s festivals, 
and community safety days to dis-

tribute firearm safety kits. More infor-
mation on safe gun storage practices 
and how to acquire a free gun lock can 
be found on the Project ChildSafe 
website at www.projectchildsafe.org. 

The Project ChildSafe website also 
includes information concerning a 
number of safe gun storage practices to 
reduce the risk of unintentional shoot-
ing. In addition to using a gun lock, 
Project ChildSafe suggests locking up 
ammunition in a location separate 
from the firearm. Statistics show this 
additional precaution can have a dra-
matic impact on the risk of uninten-
tional shooting. A study published ear-
lier this year in the Journal of the 
American Medical Association found 
that the risk of unintentional shooting 
or suicide by minors using a gun is re-
duced by as much as 61 percent when 
ammunition in the home is locked up. 
Simply storing ammunition separately 
from the gun reduces such occurrences 
by more than 50 percent. 

Common sense alone tells us that 
safe firearms storage practices, includ-
ing the use of gun locks, reduces the 
risk of accidental shootings. I hope 
that firearms owners in Michigan and 
around the country join those who 
have already chosen to take advantage 
of the free gun locks and educational 
materials provided by Project 
ChildSafe so that fewer children are 
killed and seriously injured in acci-
dental shootings. 

f 

ELECTIONS IN IRAQ 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, all 
Americans are inspired by the way the 
Iraqi people once again demonstrated 
their courage, dedication, and resil-
ience by going to the polls to place 
their future—and the future of their 
country—squarely on the side of de-
mocracy. 

Every American salutes our men and 
women in uniform who are serving so 
ably under enormously difficult cir-
cumstances, and whose dedication and 
sacrifice have made today’s elections 
possible. More han 2,100 of America’s 
finest soldiers have made the ultimate 
sacrifice in Iraq and we owe them and 
their loved ones an immense debt of 
gratitude. We all hope that successful 
elections will give the Iraqi people new 
confidence that a brighter future lies 
ahead. 

Successful elections can and should 
be the turning point we’ve been wait-
ing so long for, when our troops can 
begin to come home. As our Ambas-
sador to Iraq, Zalmay Khalizad, said 
today, because the training of the Iraqi 
security forces is proceeding, ‘‘some 
draw down can begin in the aftermath 
of the elections.’’ 

An open-ended commitment of Amer-
ica’s military forces does not serve 
America’s interest and it does not 
serve Iraq’s interest either. If America 
want a new Iraqi government to suc-
ceed, we need to let Iraqis take respon-
sibility for their own future. 

MONTREAL CLIMATE CHANGE 
NEGOTIATIONS 

Mr. JEFFORDS. Mr. President, one 
of the most important issues facing 
mankind is the problem of human-in-
duced climate change. The broad con-
sensus within the scientific community 
is that global warming has begun, is 
largely the result of human activity, 
and is accelerating. 

Global warming will result in more 
extreme weather, increased flooding 
and drought, disruption of agricultural 
and water systems, threats to human 
health and loss of sensitive species and 
ecosystems. We must take action now 
to minimize these effects, for the sake 
of our children, our grandchildren, and 
future generations. 

Over the last 2 weeks, 189 countries 
met in Montreal to discuss the impor-
tant issue of global climate change. 
These countries met in a spirit of co-
operation and in hopes of agreeing on 
the next steps for reducing harmful 
emissions of greenhouse gases. These 
countries, including the United States, 
have all already agreed, under the 
United Nations Framework Convention 
on Climate Change, to take steps to 
‘‘prevent dangerous anthropogenic in-
terference with the climate system.’’ 
These past 2 weeks were a test of their 
resolve. 

Unfortunately the United States, led 
by the Bush administration delegation, 
attempted to slow, stall, and block the 
progress of these talks. This is uncon-
scionable, given that the United States 
is the largest single emitter of green-
house gases. Fortunately the U.S. ne-
gotiators’ efforts were not completely 
successful, and an agreement was 
reached to have additional talks com-
mencing next year. Although that is a 
small step and not nearly enough, it is 
vastly preferable to the outcome this 
administration wanted, which amounts 
to no action at all. 

In advance of the Montreal meetings, 
I joined with 23 other Senators in send-
ing a letter to President Bush, remind-
ing the administration of its legal obli-
gation to participate in the Montreal 
talks. Unfortunately, but perhaps not 
surprisingly, the administration dis-
regarded this obligation. 

A decision to block further discus-
sions on missions reduction commit-
ments cannot be viewed as consistent 
with the obligations of the United 
States under the treaty. 

While the U.S. has refused to ratify 
the Kyoto Protocol despite the fact 
that 157 nations have become parties, 
actions to block those countries from 
moving forward with additional com-
mitments under that Protocol is also 
inconsistent with the U.S. Framework 
Treaty obligations. 

In our letter to the President, we 
noted that just this year the Senate, by 
a vote of 53–44, approved a resolution 
calling for mandatory limits on green-
house gases within the United States. 
We wrote this letter and distributed it 
to interested parties at the negotia-
tions to ensure that other countries 
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understand that not everyone in the 
United States agrees with the Bush 
plan for prolonged inaction. 

To this end, members of my staff 
traveled to Montreal and met with rep-
resentatives and negotiators from 
other countries. They also met with 
public interest groups, business groups, 
and others interested in taking posi-
tive action on climate change. They 
witnessed firsthand how the Bush ad-
ministration worked very hard to dis-
suade other countries from agreeing to 
even discuss further commitments. 
This is not the position that our Na-
tion should be taking. We should be 
leading the way on climate change, not 
burying our head in the sand. 

From the outset, even before they 
left Washington, the administration’s 
delegation insisted that any discussion 
of future commitments was ‘‘a non- 
starter’’ and that any discussion about 
future commitments prior to 2012, 
which marks the end of the first set of 
Kyoto commitments, was premature. 
They continued at the conference to 
make this point to all parties. And 
when the rest of the world decided to 
engage in actual negotiations about 
discussions of further commitments 
under both the Framework Convention 
and the Kyoto Protocol, the U.S. stat-
ed bluntly that such discussions were 
unacceptable and pointedly walked 
away from the negotiating table. 

The good news is that the rest of the 
world stayed at that table and talked 
throughout the night and into the next 
morning, reaching agreement on a set 
of decisions for further discussions. 
And when those decisions were brought 
into the light of day, and it became ap-
parent that the United States would 
have to state its opposition publicly, 
before all 189 countries, the U.S. was 
forced to agree to return to the negoti-
ating table and to allow talks to con-
tinue next year. 

This means that 157 countries have 
agreed to discuss additional commit-
ments under the Kyoto Protocol, even 
without the U.S. as a party, and that 
189 countries, including the U.S., have 
agreed to look at the issue of further 
steps under the Framework Conven-
tion. Despite arguments to the con-
trary, cooperative international agree-
ments to reduce greenhouse gas emis-
sions remain a reality, and slow, but 
significant, progress is taking place to 
strengthen those commitments. 

The overwhelming majority of Amer-
icans support taking some form of ac-
tion on climate change. A recent poll 
by the Program on International Pol-
icy Attitudes, sponsored by the Center 
for International and Security Studies 
at the University of Maryland, found 
that 86 percent of Americans think 
that President Bush should act to limit 
greenhouse gases in the U.S. if the G8 
countries are willing to act to reduce 
such gases. All the G8 countries except 
the U.S. are signatories to the Kyoto 
treaty and therefore have already com-
mitted to such action. 

In addition, the study found that 73 
percent of Americans believe that the 

U.S. should participate in the Kyoto 
treaty. Finally, the study found that 83 
percent of Americans favor ‘‘legisla-
tion requiring large companies to re-
duce greenhouse gas emissions to 2000 
levels by 2010 and to 1990 levels by 
2020.’’ Thus, in one way or another, 
more than 80 percent of Americans 
favor taking real action on climate 
change. The current administration is 
completely out of step with the Amer-
ican public on this issue. 

States, regions and even localities 
are taking on climate change related 
commitments. Nine Northeastern and 
Mid-Atlantic States are working to-
gether through the Regional Green-
house Gas Initiative, RGGI, to develop 
a cap-and-trade system for carbon diox-
ide, CO2, emissions from power plants. 
On June 1, 2005, California Governor 
Arnold Schwarzenegger signed an exec-
utive order setting greenhouse gas 
emissions targets for the State. The 
order directs State officials to develop 
plans that would reduce California’s 
greenhouse gas emissions to 2000 emis-
sions levels by 2010 and 1990 levels by 
2020. The U.S. Conference of Mayors 
adopted an agreement, sponsored by 
Seattle Mayor Greg Nickels, to reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions to levels that 
mirror the Kyoto Protocol limits. Cali-
fornia has also adopted a greenhouse 
gas emission standard for automobiles, 
and a number of States, including 
Vermont, have followed suit and adopt-
ed the same standards. These actions 
confirm that there is widespread polit-
ical desire and motivation to take ac-
tion within the United States to reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions. 

I have sponsored legislation to reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions from power-
plants, which are a large source of car-
bon dioxide, a principal greenhouse 
gas. My bill, S. 150, the Clean Power 
Act, would reduce greenhouse gas emis-
sions to 1990 levels by 2010. This would 
be a very important first step by the 
United States towards combating glob-
al warming that would show the rest of 
the world that we are serious about 
doing our part. Congress needs to act 
to provide a mandate and undisputed 
authority to this and future adminis-
tration negotiators. 

I am both discouraged and heartened 
by the outcome of the talks in Mon-
treal. Those of us who care about stop-
ping climate change did everything we 
could to help aid these talks, and de-
spite the Bush administration resist-
ance, the international dialogue on cli-
mate change will continue. 

But a dialogue is not nearly enough, 
and the consequences of additional 
delay are dire. The U.S. has been and 
remains the largest emitter of green-
house gases. It has a responsibility to 
its own people and to the people of the 
world to be a leader on this issue. Thus 
far, it has been anything but a leader 
and these talks highlighted that fact. 

I look forward to the day when I can 
once again be proud of the United 
States role in these talks, when we can 
enter these negotiations having done 

our part. I believe that is what we 
agreed to in 1992, when the Senate rati-
fied the climate treaty and it is high 
time we live up to our obligation. 

f 

ANWR 
Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, over 

the past year, and on more occasions 
than I’d like to remember, I have 
talked about the abuse of process that 
proponents of drilling in the Arctic 
Refuge have resorted to in their at-
tempts to pass an unpopular and mis-
guided measure. Sadly, the Senate 
faces the very same issue today. Let 
me unequivocally state that talk of at-
taching an extraneous and obviously 
controversial provision regarding the 
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge to the 
Department of Defense appropriations 
conference report—a provision that 
was not included in either the House or 
Senate version of the bill—is flat out 
irresponsible and should be rejected. 

This last-ditch effort to attach the 
Arctic Refuge drilling provision to the 
Department of Defense appropriations 
bill—or any other bill that is a ‘‘must 
pass’’ before we adjourn for the year— 
really reflects poorly on this body. 
And, what does it mean for greater 
mischief down the line? That whenever 
we can’t move an unpopular proposal 
through the regular legislative process, 
there’s no need to worry: you just at-
tach it to an important funding bill? Is 
this the precedent that we, members of 
both parties, want to set? I sincerely 
hope not. 

Let me be very clear: I would prefer 
to be talking about setting a new path 
for our country’s energy policy—a path 
that reduces our use of fossil fuels 
while favoring renewable sources of en-
ergy. Unfortunately, some of my col-
leagues are dead set on looking to the 
past, instead of to the future, for our 
sources of energy and are even willing 
to go so far as to use the bill that funds 
our men and women in uniform as a ve-
hicle for their controversial measure. I 
am deeply disappointed by this latest 
move. 

I strongly urge any of my colleagues 
who are currently trying to add lan-
guage to the Defense appropriations 
bill, or any other bill we need to con-
sider in the coming days, that would 
open up the Arctic Refuge to oil and 
gas development, to reconsider those 
efforts. Continuing down that path, the 
path of circumventing established leg-
islative processes to move measures 
that can’t pass on their own merits, is 
an irresponsible abuse of the rules 
under which we operate that should be 
rejected out of hand. 

f 

DR. CYNTHIA MAUNG 
Mr. OBAMA. Mr. President, I rise 

today to call attention to the heroic ef-
forts of Dr. Cynthia Maung and her 
Mae Tao clinic to provide hope on the 
border of Thailand and Burma. Dr. 
Maung, herself a Burmese refugee, has 
dedicated her life to helping those flee-
ing political and economic turmoil in 
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